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not a relationship so close as that which holds the
Aryan or Semitic languages together.

Rask's and Pricliard's Classification.

Though I am responsible for the name Turanian,
and for the first attempt at a classification of the
Turanian languages in the widest sense, similar at-
tempts to comprehend the languages of Asia and
Europe, which are not either Aryan or Semitic, under
a common name had been made long ago by Rask, by
Prichard and others. Rask admitted three families,
the Thracian (Aryan), the Semitic, and the Scythian,
the latter comprising most of what I call the Turanian
languages. During his travels in India, Rask, in a
letter dated 30th July, 1821, claimed for the first time
the Dravidian languages also, Tamil, Telugu, Sec., as
decidedly Scythian.1

The name Allopltylian, proposed by Prichard, is in
some respects better than Turanian.

Basic's Scythian and Pricliard's Allophylian race
was supposed to have occupied Europe and Asia
before the advent of the Aryan and Semitic races, a
theory which has lately been revived by Westergaard,
Norris, Lenorrnant, and Oppert, who hold that a
Turanian civilisation preceded likewise the Semitic
civilisation of Babylon and Nineveh, that the cunei-
form letters were invented by that Turanian race, and

1 Professor Do Lagarde has stated that F. Kiidkerfc lectured at
Berlin in 1843 on the relationship of the Dravidian and Turanian
languages, and that I received the first impulse from him. It may be
so, though I am not aware of it. Anyhow, the first impulse came from
Rank; Samlede Afhandling er of R. JT. Rasfc, Kobenhavn, 1836, pp.
323 seq.